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Although  large  (quantities  o  f  eggs  will  be  exported  this  year  under 
the  lend-lease  program,  domestic  consumption  per  capita  will  be  about  as 
large  as  the  average  for  recent  years  and  substantially  larger  than  in 

THE  DROUGHT  YEARS  0  F  THE  MIDDLE  i930's.  PeR  CAPITA  SUPPLIES  OF  CHICKEN 
AND  TURKEY  WILL  BE  THE  LARGEST  ON  RECORD  IN  1942  SINCE  IT  IS  LIKELY  THAT 
FROM  6  TO  10  PERCENT  MORE  CHICKENS  AND  TURKEYS  WILL  BE  RAISED  ON  FARMS 
THIS  YEAR  THAN  LAST. 


THE    EGG    SITUATION 
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THE     POULTRY     A  I^  D     E    G-  T-     S   I    T  U  A   T   I   0  IT 


siunrapry 


Eaig  production  in  April  reached  the  seasonal  peak  for  the  year  and 
v/ill  decline  seasonally  from  May  to  Ilovemter.   The  rate  of  output  through 
the  summer,  however,  is  likely  to  continue  much  larger  than  a  year  earlier. 
Egg  production  in  the  first  quarter  of  1QU2  was  l6  percent  larger  than  in 
the  first  quarter  of  19^+1.   The  nitm'ber  of  layers  on  farms  in  March  was  12.5 
percent  larger  than  in  March  last  year  and  the  rate  of  lay  on  April  1  was 
5  percent  higher  than  a  year  earlier.   T?ie  prospective  favorahle  relation- 
ship "between  feed  -orices  and  egg  xirices  will  encourage  delayed  marketing 
of  old  hens  and  "better  feeding  of  layers  during  the  spring  rnd  summer  months. 

The  Department  of  Agricultu.re  is  now  making  contracts  for  delivery 
of  dried  eggs  in  designated  months  up  to  Decemter  3I  •   Tliic,  action  is 
encouraging  private  firms  to  store  considerahle  ouantitie'^-  of  "both  shell 
and  frozen  e-2:gs  for  drying  later  in  the  year.   I>iriner  March,  the  total  into- 
storage  move:::  nt  of  shell  and  frozen  eggs  was  more  than  70  percent  (900,000 
cases)  larger  than  in  March  19Ul.   The  demand  for  eggs  will  he  further 
strengthened  in  19U2  hy  increased  consumer  "buying  power  and  large  purchases 
for  lend-lease,  and  egg  prices  are  expected  to  continue  favora"ble  for  egg 
production  throughout  the  year.   Wholesale  prices  of  eggs  at  Chicago  recently 
advanced  somevrhat  and  novr  are  Q'bout  33  percent  higher  than  a  year  ago. 

Earmers  apparently  are  goi-  2:  ahead  with  plans  to  increase  chicken 
and  turkey  production.   The  hstchery  output  of  "bf^"by  chicks  in  March  was  25 
percent  larger  than  a  year  earlier,  and  the  niJLra"ber  of  er:?s  set  was  18  per- 
cent larger.   The  num'ber  of  turkey  poults  hatched  in  March  also  was  greater 
than  a  year  earlier.   Compara"blc  increases  over  last  year  pro"ba'bly  will  not 
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"be  so  marVod  in  corain/r  months,  tut  it  is  likely  that  farmers  vill  raise 

from  6  to  10  percent  more  chickens  and  tiirkeys  this  year.   Total  and  per 

caiDita  consimption  of  these  products,  t;:crefore,  will  "be  the  lar^tsst  on 

record.   Despite  the  large  sup-oly,  prices  received  ty  fr-rmers  for  chickens 

and  turkeys  may  average  higher  in  1QU2  than  last  year  "because  of  the  pros-oec- 

tive  stronger  demand  for  all  meats. 

—  April  23,  19U2 

REVIEW  OF  RECE\TT  LEVELCR-SITTS 

I-Tumher  of  La^'^ers  12^  Percent 
Larger  Tlian  a  Year  A £0 

Unusually  large  nujnhers  of  -oullets  were  added  to  laying  flocks  after 
January  1  this  year  and  as  a  result  t'ne  nunher  of  layers  on  farms  declined 
less  than  seasonally  and  much  less  thrn  a  y^ar  earlier.   In  March  the  numher 
of  layers  on  fp-rms  of  the  United  States  vas  ahoiit  12.^  -oercent  larger  than 
in  March  19^1.   By  rd-^ions  the  increases  in  n^Jtmhers  of  layers  were  as  follows: 
North  Atlantic,  7  percent;  East  ITorth  C.-'ntral,  10  percent;  West  rlorth  Central, 
16  percent;  South  Atlantic,  I3  percent;  South  Central,  I6  percent;  West,  6 
percent.   The  rate  of  lay  Der  "bird  avera^red  U  percent  higher  than  in  March 
last  year,  so  that  ef^s:   nroduction  was  ahout  I6  percent  larger  than  in  M^rch 
19^1.   Production  of  eg.rs  in  the  entire  first  quarter  of  1C)U2  was  16  percent 
larger  than  a  year  earlier. 

Into-Storage  Movement  of  Eggs  Much 
Larger  Than  Last  Year 

Large  quantities  of  shell  and  frozen  eggs  are  "being  stored  for  use 
in  drying  "by  private  firms  next  fall  and  vrinter.   In  March  the  total  into- 
storage  movement  of  shell  eggs  was  527,000  cases  larger  than  in  March  last 
year  and  the  into-storage  movement  of  frozen  eggs  was  eqxiivr^lvint  to  an 
increase  of  UOO.OOO  cases.   The  total  into-storage  movement  of  shell  and 
frozen  e^rgs  in  March  i^'as  7^  -oercent  larger  than  in  Miarch  l^Ul.   Stocks  of 
shell  eggs  on  Anril  1  were  the  largest  since  I03O  and  holdings  of  frozen  eggs 
v/ere  the  larrest  on  record. 

Egg  Prices  Strengthened  During 
the  Past  Mo;ith 

Egg  prices  are  continuing  fa.vora'ble  for  egg  production,  since 
unusijally  strong  storage  demand  is  su.r)T)lementing  strong  demand  from  con- 
sumers and  from  firms  for  drying.   V.Tiolesale  prices  of  eggs  at  Chicago  in 
mid-AiDril  were  1  to  2  cents  higher  than  in  raid-March.   The  price  of  fresh 
firsts  at  Chicago  v;as  a'bout  30  nercent,  or  7   cents,  higher  than  in  mid- 
At)ril  l"Ul. 
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Prices  of  higher  rrade  eg^^   pre  lew  r:.iative  to  prices  of  otlier 
grades,  o'Jt  average  nricGs  received  'by   farmers  for  all  eggs  axe   continuing 
much  higher  than  a  yea.r  earlier.   The  average  nrice  received  ty   far-iers  for 
ee^   in  mid-March  v;as  25. g  cents  per  dozen.   This  was  s'bout  Q  cents,  or  57 
percent,  hi^-rher  than  a  year  e;>rlier.   The  mid-Ks-rch  parity  price  was  26,1 
cents  per  dozen. 

Farm  Marketings  of  Fov;l  S.iialler 
Than  a  Year  Earlier 

Average  weekly  receipts  of  fovrl  at  midwest  primary  markets  in  March 
were  ahout  one-fifth  smaller  than  in  March  19^1,  and  contin".ed  sm.aller  into 
Atjril.   The  percentage  declines  from  a  year  earlier  are  less  pronounced  for 
total  potiltry  than  for  fowl.   Data  on  "total  poultry"  for  the  midwest  markets 
includ.e  young  stock  and  cocks  as  w.ell  as  fowls.   Heceipts  of  dressed  potiltry, 
fresh  and  frozen,  at  the  four  princiTDal  markets  have  been  s.naller  in  recent 
weeks  than  a  year  earlier,  hut  the  total  recei-ots  since  January  1  ha\'e  "been 
a  little  larger  than  in  the  corresponding  months  of  19^1. 

Wet  Storage  V/'ithdrawals  of  All  Poultry 
in  March  Largest  on  Record 

The  net  out-of-storrge  movement  of  several  clrsses  of  poultry  in 
March  was  t?ie  largest  for  several  years,  and  the  'iiet  withdrawal  of  all 
poultry  for  the  month  was  the  largest  on  record,  exceeding  hy  ahout  2  million 
pounds  the  previous  record  out-movem.ent  of  :ir-rch  1937.   Total  stocks  on 
Anril  1,  howe"er,  were  a":out  10  percent  larf'er  than  a  year  errlier  and  v;ere 
the  largest  on  record  _cr  that  date.   Increases  in  April  1  holdings  over  a 
year  earlier,  by  classes,  were  as  follows:   Z.oilers,  ^2   percent;  fryers,  I9 
percent;  roasters,  6  percent;  and  fo^-ds,  11  p-rcent.   Stocks  of  turkeys  were 
about  3  percent  smaller  than  last  year  and  holdings  of  ducks  were  about  the 
came  as  on  March  1,  19^1. 

V}iolesalta  Prices  of  Chickens  and  Fowl 
Steady  During  the  P^;st  Month 

Wholesale  TDrices  for  live  fowl  at  Chicago  were  steady  during  the 
month  ending  in  mid-April,  continuing  somewhat  higher  than  a  year  earlier. 
Prices  of  heavj.'  young  chickens  ad-^nced  to  new  highs  for  the  year  in  early 
A-oril,  but  prices  of  lighter  veigiiz   young  chickens  v^ere  fairly  steady. 
Prices  of  youna:  chickens  in  the  Bast,  in  general,  have  befn  low  relative  to 
prices  at  Chicago,  and,  as  a  result,  some  live  and  ice  packed  chickens  have 
been  shiioped  to  Chicago  and  other  midvrestcrn  cities  from  s-oecialized  produc- 
ing areas  of  the  East. 

The  average  price  received  by  farmers  for  chickens  in  mid-March — 1?.0 
cents  per  poiond — v;ps  25  percent  higher  than  a  year  earlier  and  f   percent 
above  the  mid-March  parity  price. 
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OUTLOOK  -  EGGS 

P.^ZGRQIJIID.^  Ii\  recently  revised     CGoinatns  of  egf;  production  the 
level  of  o-iitp-at  for  recent  years  was  raised  soncv-'hat ,     The  (Esti- 
mate of  I9U1  farm  production  was  revised  frrm  3t393  million  dozens 
to  3»^^C  million  doziens.      Inasm-ach  as  the  vnole  level  has  "been 
raised,    the  15^+2  production  goal,    vnich  calls  for  a  13-pcrccnt  in- 
crease over   the   19'4-1  output,    lilccwise   is  rtiised.      The  goal  restated 
on  a  "basis   coirrpara'ble   to   the   revised  estir.atos   is  3t932  million 
dozens  coinpared  vith  3>222  million  do::ens,    the  ori,-inai  goal  for 
farm-produced  eggs.     The  goal  for  total  egg  production     (includ- 
ing nonfarm  output)   in  19^42  is  n'^v;  ^+,325  million  dozens,     i<ational 
and  State  goals,    in  terms  of  percentage   chajiges  from  19h-1,   have 
not  heen  altered,     because   of  the  revisions   in  estimates  for   in- 
dividual  States,   of   course,    the  19^2  State  goals,    in  terms  of 
actiial  increases  in  dozens   over  the  15^1  output,   are  changed 
soraevhat . 

Pertinent  aspects  of  the  outlook  for  eggs  as  discussed  in  recent 
issaes  of  this  report  are  simimarized  helov/J 

1,  Because  of  the  favorahlo  feed-egg  ratio   in  prospect,    it   is  likely 
that    the  numhcr   of  layers  v.dll   continue  larger   than  a  year    earlier  and  that 
the  total  egg  output  for  the  year  will  he  at  least  I3  percent  Ir^rger  than  in 
19^1.      Tliis   is  the  increase  called  for  in  the  15^+2  production  goal. 

2,  Large  purchases   of   eggs  "by  the  Department,  primarily  in  dried 
form,   v/ill   s-.ipplcncnt   the   stronger   consumer  demand,    and  as   a  result   egg  prices 
prohahly  will  continue  favorahlo  for  egg  production.     The   equivrlent  of  sev- 
eral    million  cases   of  shell  and  frozen  eggs  are  heing  stored  for  drying  next 
fall   erA  v.dntcr.      Tl-.is  has  resulted  in  a,  strong   stora-ge  demand.      On  August  1, 
the  u.sual  time  of  peak  holdings,    storage  stocks  of  eggs  may  "be  nearly  tv;ice 
those  of  Augast  1,   19^41. 

3,  As  a  resalt   of  a,  6  to  10  percent   increa,se   in  the  number   of   chickens 
likely  to  "be  raised  on  farms   this  -jevs   cor/rpared  with  19^41,    the  numher   of 
layers  on  farms  at   the  "beginning  of  19^3  prohahly  v;ill  "be  aoout   5  percent 
larger  tha;n  in  early  19^!-2, 

OUTLOOK  ^  CHI  CISTS 

BACKGaCTiIO.-  Production  of  chickens  in  the  Uni1;ed  States  increased 
considcrahly  in  19^^-1.      1/'     Total  supplies  last  year  v/ero  the  lajrgcst 
on  record  ajid  a  further  increase  is  taking  place  this  year.     As  a 
result  of   these  largo   EPapplics,  prices  received  hy  f rrmers  far    chickens 


ly      On  the  "ba.sis  of   information  from  the  1939  Census   of  ^Igricalture  and  other 
information,   estimates  of  chicken  and  egg  production  on  farms  of   the  United 
States  have  "been  revised  from  193^  "to  date.      In  the  revised  estima-tes,   data 
on  farm  production  of  chickens  ar.d  on  corxnercial  "broiler  production  are  pre- 
sented 5epaj:a.tely,      Copies  of  reports  containing  these  estimates  may  "be 
o"btained  upon  reqiiest   to  the  Division  of  Economic  Information,   Bureau  of 
Agricultural  Economics. 
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hare  not  increased  as  nuch  ns  prices  for   sone  oth':^r  products. 
Increases  in  cash  farn  incone  fron  chickens,   hovjever,   conppxc 
favorahly  vdth  increases  in  incone  fron  other  sources.      Cash 
incone  fron  irrn  cniclcens  in  igUl  vras  2U7  nillion  dollai's  and 
incone  fron  ■broilers  was  29  nillion  dollrrs,   nal-ri.ng  a  total  of 
336  nillion  dollrrs.     This  \-icis  atov.t  ono-third  Irj-ger  thnai  the 
253  million  dollcrs  in  15*40  and  was  the  largest  since  t!ic  record 
of  37^  nillion  dollars   esta^olished  in  1929. 

March  Hatch  pry  Oat-out  L.^r^est 
on  Record  for  Any  Month 

In  March  aljoiit   2U2  nillion  salatile  chicks  were  produced  "by  connercial 
hatcheries   in  the  United  States.      This  vras   25  percent  Irrger   thwi  the   output 
in  March  19^1  and  aoout  1  percent  larger  than  the  previous  recofd  nonthly 
output   established  in  April  1939.      ^he  n-^anter   of   eggs   set   in  the   first  hrlf 
of  April  v;as  IS  percent  larger  than  a  year  epj-lier   indicating  a  nev;  nontlily 
record  onatput  is  likely  in  April,      Th:   largest  increase  in  hatcher;'  output 
occurred  in  the  West  North  Central   States,     ^reduction  in  this  area  v;as  50 
percent  Irrger  thpji  in  Mrrch  19^1,    and  accounting  for   2S  nillion  of  the  US 
nillion  increase  in  totnl  niailDcr  of  chicks  hatched  as  conpj?j"ed  to  the  cor^ 
responding  nonth  Ip.st  year, 

A  less  favorahlc  relationship  "between  feed  prices  and  chicken  prices 
in  the  East  has  resulted  in  sone  vjeal^ening  in  the  denand  for  chicks     for 
"broiler  production,      Sone  hatcheries  in  eastern  "broiler  areas  reported  ^0 
percent  fewer  chicks  hatched  in  M,njr-ch  this  yeor   thrji  last.      In  the  South 
Atlp,ntic  States   a"   a  whole,   however,    (including  the  Dclawnro-Mrj-yland-"Virginia 
"broiler  crea)    the  hatchery  output  v.^as  21  percent  1px'~ct  than  in  March  19^-t-l. 
I'avora"blc  prices  for  live  chickens  o-t  Chicago  in  recent  v;ecks  have  encouraged 
continued  heavy  production  in  the  nid— western  "broiler  areas.     Although  narkct 
supplies  of  conjAcrcial  "broilers  will  decline  seasonally  during  the  next   sev- 
eral nonths,    the   total  output   this  ycvx  is    expected  to  "be  fully  as  large  as 
the  175  nillion  produced  last  year,    if  not  larger, 

HuT-ih or   of  Chickens  Raised  on  Fpxns   This  Year 
I^JA  £2_J'--£i;'i  ■^•'■;"'3'orch.  or  Exceed  Previcu" 
Recoro..:.   in  ail  -^-egions 

Roauirencnts  for  flock  replaconent  purposes  have  "been  Irxgcly  responsi- 
"ble  for  the   strong  denand  for   chicks  in  recent  nonths.     The  favora"blc  rola.tion- 
ship  "between  fend  prices  and  egg  prices  ha.s  res\\lted  in  a  particularly  strong 
denaiid  for   chicks   in  the  Mid.v;est, 

Conparative  increases   over  a.  year  earlier   in  the  output  of  "ba"by  chicks 
nay  "bo  reduced  considera"bly  in  the  next  few  v/ecks  fror.  that  for    the  first 
quajrter  of  19^2.      In  IS^l  t"nc  dcnaaid  for   chicks  was   stepped  up   concidcra'bly 
after  /p-eil  1  as  a  result  of   the   acV/a-iice  in  eg;j  prices  and   the  as'surancc  given 
"by  tlie  D-rvrrtnent   of  A ^^r icnltij.ro   that   egg  prices  v/ould  "be   supported..      In  the 
late   spri-o,?:  an.d  early  p-'x.mcr   the  denaiid  for   chicks  na;;,-  not  "l^^e  as    strong  as  in 
the   corresponding  period  last  year.      In  lSH-1  the   output   of   chickn    in  Ma^r  and 
June  was  nore  than  100  nillion  laj-ger  than  in  the  corresponding  nont'-is  of 
19^,    aj.id  the  average  hatching  date     even  in  that  year  v;as  later  than  usi^al. 
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lotal  ha^tchings  in  the  first   quarter  of   this  year  v/ero  19  percent   larger  than 
in  the  oorresponding  3  nonths  of  19^1. 

ITuT-iher   of  chickens  raised  on  faiT.s  "by  regions,    selected  years 
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T/  Record  for  the  United  States  v;as  estalDlishcd  in  1930  when  777  nillion 
Tsirds  were  radsed.  This  was  S.2  percent  lajrger  than  the  nunhcr  ra.ised  in 
19^1. 

The  phenonenaJ.  increase  in  corjicrciaJ.  "broiler  production  in  recent 
years  has   supplenented  the   supply   of  chicken  nea^t  originating  on  general  farns. 
The  total  supply  of  chicken  r.ea.t   in  19'-^-!  vias  the  largest  on  record,   and  p.  fur- 
ther increa.se  is  likely  this  yeaj".     Per   capita  consumption  of  chicken  in  the 
United  Sta„tes  in  19^2  will  he  the  largest   on  record.     Because  of   the   stronger 
consuner  purcha.sing  pov;er   ajnd  the    strong  denraid  for   aJ.1  :.:ea.ts,   hovjevor,   it   is 
likely  tha-t  prices  received  hy  fmiers  for  chickens  will   average  higher   this 
year  thaji  last.     With  large  supplies  of  sono  cuts  of  pork  earnarkod  for  lend^ 
lease  purchases,   a  considera"ble  shift  to   other  neats  pro"ba"bly  v/ill  occur. 
The   index  nunher   of  v;holescJ.e  prices   of  neats   in  nid-March  was   3O  percent 
higher  thaai  a  year  earlier, 

TURKEYS 

ITunher   of  Turkey  Poults  Hatched  I'arger 
Tliazi  LagtYcar 

The   strong  denaiid  for   turkey  poults  indicates  that  farners  exe  going 
ahead  with  their  plans  for   expanding  turkey  production.      In  early  Pe'bruary 
farners  indicated  they  intended  to    start  S  percent  nore  poults  this  year  than 
last.      In  the  nonth  of  March,   S7  hatcheries  in  the  United  States  produced  3S 
percent  nore  poults   and  set  I6  percent  more  turkey  eggs.     Advance  orders  also 
were  larger  than  on  ^ril  1,   19^1.     Although  the  increase  over  a  year  earlier 
may  "be  smaller  from  now  on  than  it  has  "been  so  far,    it   is  likely  that  from 
D  to  10  percent  more  turkeys  vri.ll  he  raised  this  year  than  viero  raised  in 
19^1.     This  vjould  result  in  the  largest  domestic  supply  of  turkey  on  record. 
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Despite  this  increase  in  supplies,    it   is  likely  that  prices  received  "by 
farmers  for  turkeys  this  year  vjill   average  higher  in  1S^2.     The  increased 
donsstic  cons-umer  deneaiid  for  all  meats  v;ill  he  a  strong  factor  tending  to 
"bring  ah  out  higher  turkey  prices. 

PEED  SUPPLIES  AKD  PRICES 

The  disappearance  of  corn  during  the  first  quarter  of  19^42  was  the 
largest  on  record,   2S  percent  greater  than  in  the  corresponding  quarter  of 
19^1.      Stocks  of  corn  on  April  1  were  3  percent   smaller  than  the  record 
stocks  on  April  1  last  yeor.      If  corn  is  utilized  at   this  rapid  ra,te,    as 
now  appears  likely,    stocks  of  corn  remaining  next  '-'ctoher  1  probaoly  would 
he  hctwcen  5OO  and  55^  million  hushels  or  I5  to  20  percent  helov/  the  19^1 
carry-over. 

Changes  in  prospects  for  19^2  crops  xfill  he  a  major  factor  influenc- 
ing feed  prices  during  th?.  next  fe\v  months.      The  loan  rate  on  corn  in  19^+2-^3 
may  have  loss  influence  on  prices  thajn  it  has  during  rjiy  of  the  past  U  ycors. 
The  price  ceiling  on  tankage  v;as  lowered  $6.00  per  ton  and  meat  scraps  $5.00 
per   ton  effective  March  2d,      The   cost  of   a  poultry  ration  ha-scd  on  Chicago 
prices  was   steady  during  the  month  ending  in  mid-April,    and  the  feed-egg 
ratio   continued  more  favorahle  than  a  yer?r  earlier  ?jnd  more  favorahlc  than 
average. 

DOMESTIC  DEHaiJD 

•t^iring  the  pa.st  fev;  months,    conditions  directly  affecting  the  consumer 
demand  for  farm  products  have  changed  little,   hut  it   is  expected  that  further 
improvement  vdll  he  noticeahle  shortly.     This  prospect  is  hased  on  anticipa- 
ted Increases  in  industrial  production  and  employment  and  the  grov/ing  impor- 
trin.ce  of  G-ovcrnment  purchases  of  form  products.     Moreover,    the  increasing 
scarcity  of   consumers'    d-ijrahlc  goods  \;ill   tend  to  divert  purchasing  pov;er   to 
those   items   in  more   adequate   s'apply,    including  fprn  prodvicts. 

Widening  controls  over  prices  and  uses  of  scarce  items  arc  moderating 
the  advrjicc  in  hoth  wholesale  and  retail  prices.     But   continued  exppjision  in 
consumer  income,    declining  prodviction  of  consumer  goods  for  civiliaji  use, 
and  grov;ing  nilitrry  and  lend-lease  needs  conhine  to    exert  a  strong  upward 
pressure  on  prices.      Consequently,    the  moderate  upward  trend  in  the  general 
price   level  prohahly  will   continue, 

COIISIMPTIOK  OF  POULTRY  PRODUCTS   IIT  THE  UIHTED  STATES,   I909-U1 

Estimates  of  totaJL  and  per     capita  consunption  d  poultry  md  eggs  for 
the  period  1909-^1  are  presented  in  the  acconpaj'.ying  tahles.     These  estima.tcs 
for  calo.ndcir  years  are   constructed  fi'om  available  da,ta  on  production,    imports, 
exports,   nonfood  uses,    and   stocks  at   the  hcginning  rjid  the  end  of  each  yerr. 

Total  prodtiction  of  eggs  consists  of  the   estimated  farm  output  plu.s 
10  percent  of   such  production  to  allow  for  the  nonfarn  egg  production.     Data 
on  storage  stocks  at  the  hegiraiing  and  end  of  each  year  incliide  only  United 
States  holdings  of  shell  rn.d  frozen  eggs.     Data  on  year-end  holdings  of  dried 
eggs  in  past  years  are  not   availahle.     Figures  on  imports  consist  of  shell 
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eggs   and  tho  appror-'.iurta  shell   cCv.1   oq;clvc.loiit  of  dried  rjid.  frozen  eQQ  prod- 
"ucts.     Export  data  iiiclude  diell  ■■■c^is  onlyv     -cretoforc,    exports  of  c^s 
products  tiavo  net  teon  reported  scpai-atcly,    ioC,,    cijricd  eggs  and  frozen,  eggs 
have  "been  reported  in  a  composite  figure.     The  q:a£ntitie3  of  ccjg  prod-:.cts 
exported}  were  small  througli  19-!0>    so  no  lar^e  error  is  introduced  as  a  re- 
sult  of  this   onission.      I'ho  Dapartnent   of  Commerce  has  hef^n  to  report   these 
products   separately,    so  vhen  the  data  are  again  puolit:-hcd  it  v;ill  he  possihle 
to  determine  the   shell   ecs  equivalent  of  all  eggs  exported  from  the  United 
States.      The  qua:ititics  of   eggs  us?.d  for  hatching  v;cre   estimated  from  the 
nunher  of  chid-ens  raised  annually   in  the  United  States  ejid  the  average  numhor 
of  eggs  required  per  hird  raised.      The  total  numher   of  eggs  used  for  hatch- 
ing,   therefore,    includes  eggs  used  hy  commercial  hatcheries  and   the  quantities 
used  hy  farm  and  nonfaxn  poultry  raisers  who  did  not  purchase  their   chicks. 

The  estimated  total  output   of  chicken  in  tho  United  States  is  hascd  on 
the   estimated  ojiantity  produced  ajid  conc-omed  on  farms  and  the   quantity  sold 
from  Idxv.s,   vdth  a  10  percent   a,ddition  to   these   tv;o   items  to  a-llow  for  non- 
farm  production.      Total   output   in  recent  yepj-s   also   incltides  the   estimated 
prodn.ction  of   conmercial  hroilers,      ^'ho   total   quantity  v/as   converted  to 
dressed  weight  "by  assuning  that  hlood  and  feather  loss  av.ragcs  12  percent. 
Data  on  storage  holiings  include  total,   stocks  of  poultz-y  less  ducks  aaid 
turkeys,  when  such  classes  xv'ere  reported  separately,     Da,ta  on  e:cports  and  im- 
ports of  chicken  consist  of  the  6x  .  ssod  weight  of  live  aiid   "dca.d"  chickens. 

The  annual   output  of  turkeys   inclvidcs  the   q_ua.ntity  sold  from  farms  and 
the   quantity  consumed  on  farr.s.     Dressed     vreight  is   determined  hy  assiiming 
that   the  "blood  and  feather  less  amorjits  to   ahout  9  percent  of  the  live  v/cight. 
Exports  of  tiorkeys  have  heen  negligihlc,    and  the  d?,ta  of  such  shipments  have 
not  hcon  reported  separately. 

In  estimating  the  connoinption  of  poiultry  products  no  attempt  v/a,s  made 
to   estimate  valfiations  in  v/aste.      Since  there  prohahly  is  less  \iraste  hy  con- 
sumers in  a  period  of  depression  than  in  a  p'riod  of  general  prosperity,   the 
variations  hetween  periods  in  total  and  per  capita  consumption  of  poultry 
products  may  not  he  as  great  as  indicated  hy  the  estimates.     Another  source 
of  error  lies  in  the  method  of  allowing  for  the  auan.titios  produced  hy  people 
other  thcji  farmers.      In  spite  of  these  sjid  other  possihilities   of   error, 
however,    the  estimates  prohahly  are  accurate  enough  to  indicate  significajit 
variations  in  the  consurvption  of  poultry  products. 

United  States  foreign  trade  in  poialtry  products  ha.s  hoen  rela.tively 
unimportant   and  the   quantity  of  poultry  .and  eggs  utilized  ari::ually  in  this 
country  has  heen  about   eqi'.ivr.lent    to  the  quantity  produced.     Production  of 
poultry  products  responds  more  readily  to  changes  in  demand  and  other  factors 
than  most  other   livestock  enterprises.      Changes   in  dema.nd  therefore  are 
largely  responsihlo  for   the   fluctuations   in  the   level  of  per   capita  consump- 
tion.     This   is  prrticulri'ly  ti-ue  for   eggs.      In   some   instances,    of   course, 
the   influence  of   other  factors  prcdomina.tes.     During  World  'I'lrx   I,   for   example, 
a  strong  demand  for  all  foods  prevailed,  hut  as  a  result  of  the  unfa.voralle 
relationship  hetv;een  feed  prices  and  egg  prices  ai'id  the  limited  supplies  of 
feed  availa.hle,   the   total   output   of   cnickens   and   eggs  did  not   cxpajid. 


IPBIL  19U2  -  12  - 

The  largest   anniial  per   capita  corn^JLTption  of   egcs  occjxred  in  the  late 
1520*8.     As  a  result  of  the  decline  in  deniend  in  tho  ecrly  1930' s  and  the 
shortage  of  feeds  in  the  middle  of  that  decade,  per  capita  consianption  of 
eggs   then  declined  to   the  lowest  level  since  World  War  1=      In  recent  years, 
supplies  of  feed  have  "been  nore  at^uidant,   dencmd  has   strengthened,   and  egg 
production  has  increased  consideralsly.     Very  heavy  lend-lease  requirements 
can  "be  net  this  year  vfithout  reducing  per  capita  corsui.rption  in  this  country 
"below  the  average  for   the  last  few  years.      Stronger  doncstic  demand  v;ill  "be 
reflected  this  year  in  higher  prices  rather  than  in  further   increases  in  per 
capita  consumption. 

Per   Capita  constunption  of  chicken  has  fluctuated  less  d-.jiring  the  last 
3  decades   tha;-.  the  per   capita  consunption  of   eggs.      The  largest   average 
quantity,'  ccns-umed  per  person  wo.s   in  1930,   v'-'^^-en   supplies   of   chicken  caJiie  lcx£0- 
ly  fren  flocks  ra-ised  priiiajrily  for  producing  eggSo      In  recent  years,    espec- 
ially  since  1935 »   production  of   commercial  "broilers  has   increased  considcraJblj 
With  tho  a.dditional   output   on  general  fa.r:r.s,   dor.estic   supplies  of   chicken  in 
19^+2   (total  and  per   capita)   will  hp   the  lar:;^cst    on  record.      The   ir.iportance  of 
chicken  in  the  nca.t  portion  of  the   average  Aricrican's  nonu  is   indicated  in 
the  follov/ing  conparison  of   quantities   consuned  per   capita.. 

Per   Capita  consur.Tption  of  nca.ts,   United  Sta.tes,    specified  periods 

(fj:cs3cd  v/eis'^ht) 


itcn  ;  isio-iU  ;  1920-2!+  ;  1930-3^*  ;     19^1 


Pounds         Poi''nds         Pouiics         Peunc". 


Beef    :  bc.l              5S.7              50.3              63.1 

VeaJ.    :  6.7                 S.O                7.6                7.6 

Laj-.i-b   ajid  nutton :  7.2                3.k                6.S                7.0 

Pork   (ciLcluding  lard)    ;  66.3 6g.7 6g.0 70. ^ 

Total   (ahove)    ;  l^-.3            li^O.Q           132.1           lUbM' 

Chicken :  2C.0              IS. 7              20.0              20.3 

Turkey ; —:; 2.^0 J^ 

Total   I  l6c.3            159.6            I5U.I            172.0 


Turkey  production  in   the  United  States  ha,s   increased  consideralily 
since  1929   as  a  result   of   the  genercJ.  a.doption  of  higMy   spccirJized  produc- 
tion nothods.     Per  capita  consu'Tpticn  ha,3  "been  increasing  for   several,  years 
and  v;ill  esta'blish  a  new  record  high  this  ycpr. 
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Table  1.-  Eggs:   Consumption  in  the  United  States,  total 
and  per  capita,  lS'0;}-Ul 


Total   egg 

produc- 

:     C:;j.d 
:    storage 
;  stocks   at 

Imports 

SxDjrts 

:jgss  uied 
:     for 

Gold 
storage 
'jtocks  at 

Consu'nption 

Year 

1-, 

tion  1/ 

: beginning 

2/ 

3/. 

thatching 

end  of 

Total      : 

Per 

;    of  year 

Millions 
1.275 

year 

capita 

Millions 

Millions 

Millions 

Millions 

59 

Million G 

Millions 
26,1+96 

Eggs 

1909        : 

27,230 

292 

1910 

29,700 



89 

68 

1,392 



22,329 

307 

1911 

32.3^ 



62 

159 

1.3^3 



30,900 

329 

1912 

31,130 



1+6 

222 

1,311 



29.637 

311 

1913       ■ 

30.910 



135 

212 

1.350 



29,1+33 

303 

19  lU       : 

30,690 



222 

252 

1,392 



29.262 

295 

1915 

32,290 



202 

262 

1,362 



31,^^56 

313 

1916 

31,620 

5U3 

312 

339 

1,337 

359 

30.506 

299 

1917        : 

30,^70 

359 

1+23 

239 

1.360 

612 

29.095 

221 

I9I8 

30,200 

612 

3I+5 

251 

i,U'-+6 

359 

29,707 

221+ 

1919       : 

33,550 

359 

526 

U65 

1.^27 

753 

31,250 

303 

1920       : 

32,670 

753 

601 

322 

1,^-^2 

U2U 

31,226 

299 

1921 

3^,220 

1+2U 

629 

399 

1,1+92 

516 

32,520 

299 

1922        : 

36,300 

516 

6U6 

U15 

1.571 

703 

3^.773 

■       315 

1923       : 

32,500 

703 

372 

368- 

l,63U 

1,013 

36,55^ 

326 

192U 

32,051 

1.019 

I+9I+ 

337 

1,632 

59^ 

37.001 

321+ 

1925       : 

3S,U66 

59U 

692 

300 

1,665 

91+5 

36,21+2 

312 

1926       : 

^0,973 

9U5 

635 

320 

1,75^ 

730 

39,7^9 

33s 

1927       . 

U2,U90 

730 

U35 

■  31+1+ 

1,202 

722 

1+0,715 

3I+2 

192s 

U2,525 

7S2 

U2I+ 

242 

1,671 

1.071 

'+0,753 

332 

1929       : 

Ul,7l3 

1,071 

bliO 

1^5 

1,762 

790 

1+0,721 

331+ 

1930 

U2,97U 

790 

531+ 

223 

1,726 

1,502 

1+0,727 

331 

1931 

1+2,325 

1,502 

1+03 

92 

1,615 

1,312 

Ui,27i 

333 

1932 

39,922 

1,312 

120 

23 

1,631+ 

603 

39,095 

313 

1933 

39,065 

603 

110 

22 

1,61+2 

861 

37,253 

297 

193^ 

37,272 

861 

90 

23 

1.U67 

261+ 

36,1+69 

229 

19^ 

36.970 

261+ 

270 

22 

1.1+27 

1,021+ 

35,571 

220 

1936 

37.927 

1,021+ 

320 

25 

1,606 

732 

36,962 

229 

1937 

Ul,320 

732 

320 

29 

1.377 

1.3^7 

39,679 

302 

193s 

Ui,092 

l.3"47 

77 

25 

1,1+25 

712 

1+0,291+ 

310 

1939 

:      1+2,727 

712 

59 

32 

1,603 

325 

1+0,972 

313 

19UO 

:     1+3, 5UU 

225 

25 

55 

1.^97 

925 

1+2,037 

319 

19^1  5/ 

:     1+5,91+3 

925 

1.776 

3/ 

1+2,052 

316 

T/   Includes  nonfarm  prod\iction  estimated  at  10  percent  of  farr.  production. 

2/   Shell  egg  equivalent  of  eggs  and  egg  Tjroducts. 

3/   Shell  eggs, 

5/     Estimated  from  the  total  nuTiber  of   chic:cens   raised  in   the  United  States   and 

the  average  number  of  eggs  required  per  bird  raised. 

5^/      Complete   data  not  t)uolished  for  191+1. 
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Table  2.-  Chickens,  dressed  weight:  Consunption  in  tlie 
United  States,  total  and  per  capita,  1909-41  l/ 


Production 

Cold 
storage 

Cold 
storage 

Consumption 

Year 

Farm 

y 

Com- 
mercial 
broilers 

Total 

stocks 
at  be- 
ginning 

Imports 

Exports 

stocks 
at  end 
of  year 
3/ 

Total 

Per 
capita 

Million 

Million 

Million 

Ivdllion 

Million 

Million 

Million 

Million 

pounds 

pounds 

pounds 
1,774 

pounds 

pounds 

pounds 

pounds 

pounds 
1,774 

Pounds 

1909 

1,774 

19.5 

1910 

1,904 

1,904 

4/  1 

1,905 

20.6 

1911 

1,955 

1,955 

1 

1,956 

20.9 

1912 

1,896 

1,896 

1 

1,897 

19.9 

1913 

1,885 

1,805 

1 

1,886 

19.4 

1914  : 

1,907 

1,907 

4 

1,911 

19.3 

1915  ! 

1,928 

1,928 

S 

1,931 

19.2 

1916  : 

1,878 

1,378 

2 

29 

1,851 

18.1 

1917  ! 

1,857 

1,857 

29 

2 

60 

1,328 

17.7 

1918  • 

"  1,896 

1,896 

CO 

1 

100 

1,857 

17.8 

1919 

1,976 

1,976 

100 

2 

82 

1,996 

19.0 

1920 

1,932 

1,952 

82 

4 

73 

1,945 

18.2 

1921  • 

1,952 

1,952 

73 

6 

96 

1,935 

17.8 

1922 

2,076 

2,076 

96 

4 

6 

91 

2,079 

18.9 

1925 

2,172 

2,172 

91 

5 

6 

8S 

2,177 

19.4 

1924  « 

2,226 

2,226 

83 

4 

5 

118 

2,190 

19.2 

1925 

2,280 

2,280 

118 

5 

6 

105 

2,292 

19.8 

1926 

2,341 

2,341 

105 

B 

4 

154 

2,516 

19.7 

1927 

2,474 

2,474 

134 

6 

5 

108 

2,501 

21.0 

1928 

2,417 

2,417 

108 

7 

4 

99 

2,429 

20.1 

1929 

2,442 

2,442 

99 

7 

3 

131 

2,414 

19.8 

1930 

2,626 

2,626 

131 

2 

'7 

100 

2,656 

21.6 

1931 

2,426 

2,426 

100 

1 

3 

106 

2,418 

19.5 

1932 

2,465 

2,465 

106 

1 

1 

93 

2,478 

19.8 

1953 

2,572 

2,572 

93 

y 

2 

103 

2,560 

20.4 

1934 

2,307 

85 

2,392 

103 

1 

2 

110 

2,384 

18.8 

1935 

■   2,189 

108 

2,297 

110 

1 

2 

87 

2,319 

18.2 

1936 

2,573 

134 

2,507 

87 

2 

1 

148 

2,447 

19.1 

1937 

:   2,211 

172 

2,383 

148 

5 

2 

92 

2,442 

19.0 

1938 

:   2,108 

211 

2,519 

92 

2 

110 

2,301 

17.7 

1939 

!   2,288 

258 

2,546 

110 

1 

3 

109 

2,545 

19.4 

1940 

:   2,200 

320 

2,520 

109 

2 

2 

140 

2,489 

18.9 

1941§^ 

:   2,296 

426 

2,722 

140 

1 

1 

161 

2,701 

20.3 

^  88  percent  of  live  v/eight. 

2/  Consumption  on  farms  and  sales,  plus  10  percent  of  same  to  allow  for  nonfarm 

production. 

3^'  Total  poultry  less  turkeys  and  ducks  when  reported  separately. 

4^  <July  to  December. 

5/  Less  than  500,000  pounds 

S/  Preliminary.  Datg  on  foreign  trade  for  first  9  months  only. 
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Table  Z  »•-   Turkeys,  dressed  weight:   Consumption  in  the  Ur.ited  States, 

total  and   per   capita,    1929-41      \/ 


:    Cold   : 

Co 

Id 

:   Turkey  :  storr.ge  : 
iproductinn stocks  at: 

IlTDOrtC 

sto 
stoc 

rase 
ks  at 

Cons 

imption 

Year 

2/ 

:beg;inning: 
:  of  year  : 

y 

end 
ve 

of 
er 

Total 

:Fer  capita 

Mi^ lion 

Hi  Hi  on 

Kil"i 

ion 

Idl 

lion 

Million 

!  pounds 
!    213 

pounds 
10 

nounds 

pOM. 

nds 
10 

pounds 
213 

Pounds 

1929 

- 

— 

1.8 

1930 

:     216 

10 

1 

5 

222 

1.8 

1P31 

214 

5 

5 

10 

214 

1.7 

1932 

2  64 

10 

1 

15 

260 

2.1 

1933 

293 

15 

4/ 

16 

297 

2.4 

1934 

284 

16 

V 

19 

281 

2.2 

1935 

267 

19 

V 

17 

269 

2.1 

1936 

361 

17 

1 

35 

344 

2.7 

1937 

346 

35 

4/ 

26 

355 

2,8 

1938 

355 

2G 

V 

23 

358 

2.8 

1939 

422 

23 

y 

52 

393 

5.00 

1940 

482 

52 

4/ 

61 

474 

3.59 

1941  j/ 

474 

61 

V 

50 

485 

3.64 

1/   91  percent  of  live  "vei^ht. 

2/  Sales,  plus  consumption  on  farms. 

Zj  Exports  not  reported  separately. 

4/  Less  than  500,000  pounds. 

5/  Preliminary.  Foreign  trade  data  available  for  first  9  m.onths  only. 


Table   4.-   £^^9:     Production,   atorage  hotdxnga,   purchaaea  by  the  United  Statea 
Department  of  Agriculture ,   and  comnercial  hatchery  operationa 


Nunber 

of 
laycri 
on   farm 

Average 

number 

of  eggi 

laid 
per    hen 

Total 
far. 
produc- 
tion of 
eggt 

St 

orage  atocka,    firat 
of    the    aonth 

Egga  purchaaed  by  the  USDA 

Coamercii 
ery   ope 

1   hatch- 
rat  iona 

r..r 

Private 

Ly  owned 

Ovned 

by  USDA 

Shell 

egga 

Frocen 
egg.3 

Dried 
egga' 

Eft* 

aet 

and 
nonth 

Shell 

Frozen 

Shell 

Troten 

Direct 

pur- 
chaaea 

Blue  J 
stamp 

pur- 
chaaea 

Chicka 
hatched 

HilUonm 

Number 

Uilllon 
camee 

1,000 
caeem 

1.000 
caeea 

1. 000 

caeee 

1.000 
eatei 

1,000 
caeea 

J, 000 
caeee 

1,000 
pound  a 

1,000 
pounda 

UilUona 
etie 

MilUone 
chicka 

1941 

Jmn.       .    . 

331 

8.7 

8.0 

313 

1,955 

301 

0 

4 

126 

0 

0 

91.8 

41.2 

Fmb. 

324 

10.3 

9.3 

272 

1,435 

25 

0 

173 

140 

0 

0 

192.9 

88.0 

Mar. 

315 

15.0 

13.1 

291 

1,206 

16 

0 

72 

165 

0 

0 

334.4 

193.7 

Apr. 

301 

16.9 

14.2 

1,065 

1,691 

25 

0 

387 

182 

0 

0 

356.0 

237.8 

Hay 

286 

17.4 

13.8 

2.816 

2.654 

215 

0 

399 

179 

15.527 

840 

272.1 

224.2 

June 

271 

15.1 

11.4 

4,960 

3.788 

415 

0 

38 

194 

6,240 

735 

126.3 

131.1 

J«ly 

259 

13.8 

9.9 

6,100 

4.372 

327 

391 

317 

169 

42,218 

4,750 

37.6 

29.6 

Aat. 

255 

12.2 

8.7 

6,402 

5,156 

239 

47 

97 

211 

2,205 

6,525 

30.8 

19.3 

Sept. 

271 

10.0 

7.6 

5,512 

4.661 

619 

512 

88 

193 

0 

5,546 

30.2 

19.1 

Oct. 

302 

8.2 

6.9 

4,846 

3,977 

595 

781 

92 

196 

0 

12,687 

32.0 

20.5 

Nor. 

333 

6.S 

6.0 

3,271 

3,373 

586 

729 

16 

118 

0 

4.247 

34.8 

22.6 

Dec. 

359 

7.3 

7.3 

1.278 

2,756 

392 

698 

72 

124 

0 

9,284 

38.9 

24.6 

1941 

Jan.      .    . 

368 

9.2 

9.4 

298 

2.187 

251 

361 

142 

119 

0 

10 ,  550 

93.9 

46.9 

r»b.     .   . 

362 

10.6 

10.6 

138 

1.663 

193 

372 

175 

130 

0 

18,121 

244.1 

95.1 

Mar.'    .    . 

354 

15.5 

15.2 

401 

1,643 

128 

324 

83 

26.684 

393.4 

242.2 

Apr.*    .    . 

1,743 

3,543 

96 

315 

Percentage 
of  yearj 
earlier 

112 

103 

116 

164 

150 

384 

115 

79 

118 

125 

T« 

n-year   a 

veragea, 

193 1 -4( 

) 

Con 

iparable  data,    1940 

Jan.      .    . 

332 

6.8 

6.3 

819 

1,916 

0 

(«) 

26 

27 

<«) 

(8) 

57.2 

30.1 

Feb. 

325 

8.9 

8.1 

270 

1,616 

0 

41 

37 

154.4 

54.7 

Uar. 

315 

14.2 

12.4 

182 

1,386 

0 

291 

51 

308.0 

165.9 

Apr. 

301 

16.5 

13.8 

1,257 

1,540 

58 

197 

66 

319.8 

236.5 

Hay 

285 

16.7 

13.2 

3,886 

2.157 

25 

662 

71 

194.4 

178.6 

June 

267 

14.2 

10.6 

6,516 

2.872 

318 

870 

72 

70.9 

77.8 

July 

253 

12.7 

8.9 

7,719 

3.363 

933 

160 

77 

28.1 

22.3 

Aug. 

246 

11.1 

7.6 

7,855 

3,440 

1,068 

71 

90 

19.3 

13.3 

Sept. 

256 

8.9 

6.3 

7.338 

3,250 

1,025 

0 

89 

20.1 

13.6 

Oct. 

278 

6.9 

5.3 

6,169 

2,929 

901 

0 

96 

22.1 

14.4 

Nov. 

302 

5.2 

4.3 

4,256 

2.573 

717 

0 

92 

22.5 

14.5 

Dec. 

323 

1 

5.5 

4.9 

2,128 

2.217 

545 

0 

104 

32.3 

17.1 

Case  equivalent. 

Adjusted  for  wastage  in  distribution. 
Includes  purchases  for  future  delivery. 
T*rel  iminary. 

Applies  to  last  month  for  which  data  arc  available. 
^o  purchases  during  1940. 


Table   5.  -  Poultry:      Receipt*   and  ttorage  holdings 


Receipts 

of 
dressed 
poultry 

at    4 
princi- 
pal 
markets 

Receipts 

of    live 

poultry 

Storage   stocks    first 

of   the  month 

Ye.r 

Mid-weat 
recei 

,  average  weekly 
pts   per   plant 

Chicago 

New 
York' 

Broilers 

Fryers 

Roasters 

Fowls 

Turkeys 

Ducks 

Miscel- 
laneous 
and   un- 
classi- 

and 
month 

Total 
poultry 

Fowl 

Young 
stock 

Total 

fied 

Uillion 
pounda 

J.  000 
pounda 

1.000 
pounda 

1.000 
pounda 

Cara 

Cara 

Million 
pounda 

Uillion 

Million 
pounda 

Million 
pounda 

Million 
pounda 

Million 
pounda 

Million 
pounda 

Million 
pounoM 

1941 

/an.    .    . 

26.8 

v? 

6.3 

2.7 

282 

602 

11.2 

14.3 

3S.I 

41.5 

60.6 

8.0 

37.7 

208 

Feb.    .     . 

18.5 

8.2 

7.0 

-. 

277 

382 

9.7 

13.9 

31.6 

35.2 

65.3 

5.8 

30.9 

191 

Mar.    .    . 

18.* 

7.3 

6.2 

-• 

262 

473 

7.6 

10.8 

28.8 

29.0 

59.3 

3.7 

24.1 

163 

Apr.    .    . 

19.2 

7.6 

6.0 

-- 

318 

655 

5.6 

8.0 

23.0 

22.0 

47.0 

1.7 

19.7 

127 

Hay      .    . 

29.2 

12.3 

9.0 

3.0 

393 

538 

4.5 

6.0 

18.0 

18.0 

36.2 

1.7 

16.9 

101 

June    .    . 

27.3 

13.5 

8.0 

4.1 

394 

546 

4.3 

4.3 

14.  1 

14.9 

30.4 

3.5 

15.9 

87 

Jvly    .    . 

28.3 

16.9 

8.2 

8.1 

371 

558 

4.9 

3.6 

12.0 

13.8 

28.0 

6.6 

16.6 

86 

Aug.     .    . 

32.7 

22.9 

9.1 

13.4 

402 

530 

6.9 

3.6 

9.4 

14.7 

19.8 

9.8 

17.2 

81 

Sept . 

34.4 

27.0 

7.7 

18.9 

431 

701 

9.7 

5.3 

8.9 

18.0 

12.8 

11.7 

19.0 

85 

Oct.    .    . 

48. S 

36.1 

12.2 

23.  S 

523 

694 

11.8 

8.9 

12.9 

20.6 

9.2 

12.6 

20.6 

97 

Nov.    .    . 

74.9 

33.8 

12.3 

il.O 

485 

625 

13.4 

14.0 

24.9 

29.6 

8.2 

11.1 

26.8 

128 

Dec.    .    . 

80.7 

21.5 

9.4 

11.6 

486 

727 

14.2 

17.6 

37.9 

37.7 

21.1 

9.4 

35.0 

173 

1943 

Jan.    .    . 

25.2 

12.1 

8.1 

3.6 

290 

498 

14.0 

18.1 

45.5 

44.2 

50.0 

6.9 

39.6 

218 

Feb.    .    . 

16.8 

7.0 

5.0 

-- 

362 

463 

12.6 

16.1 

39.6 

37.5 

59.6 

4.9 

35.^7 

206 

Uar.    .    . 

19.2 

6.2 

5.0 

.- 

293 

10.9 

12.8 

32.0 

31.7 

55.8 

3.  1 

32.7 

180 

Apr.'.    . 

8.5 

9.-5 

24.3 

24.4 

45.4 

1.7 

25.7 

140 

Percentage 

of  year^ 
earlier 

104 

85 

81 

112 

121 

152 

119 

106 

111 

97 

100 

130 

110 

Average 
1931-40 

Nine- 

^ear    avei 
1932-40 

ages 

F 

ve-year 

averages 

1936-40 

Jan.     .     . 

24.8 

^9.7 

7.2 

3.8 

346 

644 

14.3 

14.4 

32.4 

25.0 

30.5 

5.2 

23.2 

145 

Feb.    .     . 

17.8 

8.9 

7.7 

.. 

343 

618 

12.7 

12.5 

29.5 

22.2 

36.6 

3.7 

22.3 

140 

Uar.    .    . 

16. B 

S.t 

7.2 

.. 

379 

764 

10.7 

10.6 

24.8 

19.4 

34.4 

2.4 

18.8 

121 

Apr.    .    . 

15.6 

9.2 

8.1 

.. 

317 

761 

8.5 

8.3 

19.1 

14.4 

28.9 

1.4 

14.5 

95 

Hay      .    . 

19.7 

12.3 

10.0 

.. 

383 

676 

6.1 

5.8 

13.5 

10.7 

23.4 

1.2 

11.4 

72 

Jvne    .     . 

22.6 

14.6 

10.  S 

3.9 

418 

70S 

5.2 

3.9 

9.6 

10.1 

21.6 

2.4 

11.2 

64 

Jvly   .    . 

22.4 

14.5 

8.8 

S.l 

375 

661 

5.5 

3.6 

6.7 

12.1 

30.1 

4.8 

12.8 

65 

Aug.    .    . 

23.9 

17.3 

7.8 

9.0 

380 

661 

7.2 

3.3 

5.0 

13.5 

16.0 

7.6 

13.5 

64 

Sept . 

26.6 

23.0 

8.3 

14.3 

395 

827 

9.8 

2.7 

4.4 

13.3 

11.4 

9.6 

14.8 

66 

Oct.    .    . 

33.3 

27.7 

10.4 

16.9 

400 

695 

11.8 

5.3 

6.7 

14.1 

8.0 

9.7 

16.1 

73 

Nov.    .    . 

71.2 

29.7 

10.8 

18.3 

467 

786 

13.2 

9.3 

14.7 

18.9 

6.6 

9.0 

18.8 

90 

Dec.     .    . 

67.1 

21.7 

10.8 

10.7 

419 

830 

14.0 

13.9 

25.7 

24.6 

22.9 

7.9 

24.6 

133 

Xar   equivalent   of   receipts  by   freight,    truck  and  txpreaa. 

^ta    for    young    stock   are    for    less    than   a   month.      For    this    reason    total    young    stock   and    fowl    is    greater    than    total    poultry. 
Preliminary, 
Applies    to    last    month    for   which  data    are    available. 


Table   6.-  Poultry  and  egga:      Pric*a,   wholesale  and  farm  with  percentagea   of  parity 


Average 

prices    received   by   farmera 

Averat 

e   wholeaale    prices   at   Chicago 

Index    nunbera 

ye.r 

Actual    price! 

Percentage   of   parity 

(Aug.     1909-July 
1914  =    100) 

Eggs, 

fresh 

firsts , 

per  dot. 

Poultry, 

live 

and 

Heavy 

hena 

per    lb. 

Broi lers 
Barred 

Rock 
per    lb. 

Roasters   White 

nonth 

Eggs. 

per  doz. 

Chickena 
per    lb. 

Turkeya 
per    lb. 

Egga 

Chickena 

Turkeya 

All    com- 
modities 

Chickena 
and   eggs 

Rock 

Light 
per    lb. 

Heavy 
per    lb. 

Cent  a 

Canta 

Centa 

Percent 

Percent 

Pareent 

Centa 

Centa 

Cents 

Centa 

Centa 

1941 

Jan.      .    . 

19.7 

13.7 

15.5 

75 

94 

84 

104 

100 

18.5 

16.9 

18.0 

19.0 

19.4 

Fab. 

16.8 

14.0 

15.1 

69 

96 

82 

103 

90 

16.8 

16.7 

18.8 

19.5 

21.1 

Mar. 

16.4 

14.4 

15.2 

72 

98 

82 

103 

90 

18.0 

17.4 

21.1 

21.2 

23.1 

Apr. 

19.7 

15.7 

15.5 

87 

107 

83 

no 

104 

21.8 

19.4 

21.9 

21.4 

23.8 

Uay   . 

20.1 

16.3 

15.4 

89 

no 

82 

112 

107 

22.6 

18.7 

19.6 

19.3 

21.5 

Jana 

23.2 

16.3 

15.4 

104 

109 

81 

118 

118 

25.6 

19.0 

18.8 

18.2 

20.9 

J«iy 

25.6 

16.8 

15.8 

100 

111 

82 

125 

127 

26.. 4 

19.4 

20.0 

20.2 

22.0 

Aug. 

26.8 

16.3 

16.1 

95 

105 

82 

131 

130 

27.7 

19.1 

19.8 

19.2 

19.3 

Sept. 

30.3 

16.3 

17.5 

90 

104 

88 

139 

141 

29.0 

20.3 

20.4 

18.4 

18.1 

Oct. 

31.8 

16.0 

18.8 

S3 

99 

93 

139 

146 

31.0 

18.9 

21.2 

18.5 

16.9 

Nor. 

35. 5 

IS. 5 

20.2 

82 

95 

98 

135 

157 

36.0 

18.4 

20.2 

18.1 

16.5 

Dec. 

34.1 

15.8 

20.9 

89 

96 

101 

143 

153 

34.5 

19.8 

19.8 

18.6 

19.4 

1942 

Jan.      .    . 

31.3 

17.0 

20.5 

105 

102 

98 

149 

147 

33.4 

22.0 

18.6 

18.6 

22.4 

Fab.      .    . 

27.5 

17.4 

20.0 

99 

104 

94 

145 

135 

28.8 

21.8 

20.8 

22.2 

24.3 

Uar.      .    . 

25.8 

18.0 

19.9 

99 

107 

93 

146 

130 

28.2 

22.3 

24.  S 

24.9 

27.2 

Apr.'    .    . 

28.5 

21.0 

25.7 

26.2 

29.1 

Percentage 

of  yeat^ 
earlier 

157 

125 

131 

-- 

-- 

142 

144 

157 

128 

116 

117 

118 

'en-year 

averagea 

1931-40 

3 

Cot 

sparable 

date,    1940 

Jan.       .    . 

20.8 

13.3 

16.8 

70 

90 

91 

95 

102 

21.3 

14.9 

16.3 

16.2 

16.5 

Feb. 

17  6 

13.4 

16.4 

69 

91 

88 

94 

92 

19.2 

15.0 

17.7 

18.0 

19.3 

Mar. 

15.6 

13.7 

16.1 

70 

93 

87 

93 

85 

17.4 

15.1 

19.1 

19.7 

22.0 

Apr. 

15.4 

14.1 

15.8 

71 

96 

85 

93 

86 

17.3 

15.8 

21.2 

21.6 

24.0 

May 

15.4 

14.0 

15.1 

72 

96 

81 

92 

86 

17.4 

14.9 

23.1 

24.4 

27.0 

/line. 

15.3 

13.8 

14.5 

72 

94 

78 

91 

85 

16.8 

14.1 

18.5 

20.2 

24.7 

/uiy 

16.8 

13.7 

14.4 

71 

94 

78 

94 

90 

17.7 

14.6 

17.3 

17.8 

20.3 

Aug. 

18.4 

13.6 

14.5 

71 

92 

78 

95 

95 

18.9 

14.9 

17.6 

17.7 

18.6 

Sept. 

21.5 

13.9 

15.3 

71 

94 

,82 

97 

106 

21.3 

16.0 

17.2 

16.2 

16.5 

Oct. 

24.4 

13.3 

15.8 

71 

91 

85 

95 

114 

23.3 

15.1 

18.0 

15.8 

15.6 

Nov. 

27.7 

12.0 

16.3 

71 

89 

88 

95 

125 

27.1 

14.9 

18.7 

15.9 

16.1 

Dae. 

26.3 

12.7 

16.4 

72 

87 

89 

95 

119 

25.0 

15.5 

17.9 

17.7 

18.1 

Averages    of   prices    in   first    half    of   month. 
2 
Applies    to    last   nonth   for  which  cooplete  data   are   available. 

T^ive-year   average,    1936-40    for    turkeys   factual   pries   and   percentage    of   parity). 


Table  7.-  Poultry  and  eggs:      Cash  income,   price   ratios,    co»t    of  feedm   UMed 
in  poultry  ration  and   index   mmbera    of  related  aeries 


Cash   farn 
income 

Price    ratio 

Cost   of 

feed 
used    in 

farm 
poultry 
rat  ion 

(per 
100    lb. ) 

Index 

numbers 

Retail 

prices 

Total 
from 
farm 
market- 
ing! 

Poultry 
and 
eggs 

Wholesale    prices, 
Chicago 

Fa 

rm  prices 

Indicated   ba 

se   perioc 

=    100 

Chickens 

(Roasters) 

BLS 

Year 

Whole- 
sale 
food 

prices 
(BLS) 

Retail 

food 
prices 
(BLS) 

Prices 
paid   by 
farmers 
i  nc 1 ud - 
ing    in- 
terest 
\   tases 

Non-agri- 
cultural 
eiq>loyee« 
compensa- 
tion 

Egga 

and 
month 

Feed- 
broiler 
(Barred 

Rock) 

Feed- 
light 
roasters 
(White 
Rock) 

Feed- 
turkey 

Feed- 
chicken 

Feed, 
egg 

(strictly 

fresh) 

BLS 

Million 
dellarm 

Million 
dolJara 

Pounda 
chicken 

Pounda 
chicken 

Pounda 
turkey 

Pounds 
chicken 

DoEon 
eMa 

Dollara 

193S-39 

193S-39 

1910-14 

1934-39 

Cente 
per    lb. 

Canta 
per   dog . 

1941 

Jan.      .    . 

667 

56 

6.9 

6.5 

7.4 

8.4 

5.8 

1.15 

93.2 

97.8 

128 

115.2 

31.1 

34.9 

Feb.       .     . 

550 

45 

6.4 

6.2 

7.5 

8.1 

6.8 

1.14 

92.9 

97.9 

128 

117.5 

31.9 

30.0 

Uar.       .     . 

610 

56 

5.9 

5.9 

7.6 

8.0 

7.1 

1.  16 

95.1 

98.4 

129 

119.9 

32.1 

29.4 

Apr.      .    . 

665 

72 

6.0 

6.2 

8.0 

7.9 

6.3 

1.24 

98.5 

100.6 

129 

121.9 

33.2 

33.5 

May   .    .    . 

7*7 

83 

7.0 

7.1 

8.4 

7.9 

6.4 

1.29 

100.5 

102.1 

130 

126.7 

33.9 

33.3 

June      .    . 

773 

86 

7.4 

7.7 

8.6 

8.1 

5.7 

1,33 

105.1 

105.9 

132 

130.6 

33.8 

36.9 

July      .    . 

889 

94 

7.1 

7.1 

8.7 

8.2 

5.4 

1.37 

107.1 

106.7 

133 

128.  1 

33.5 

40.6 

Aug.      . 

1,101 

88 

7.4 

7.7 

8.6 

8.5 

5.2 

1.39 

110.2 

108.0 

136 

130.6 

32.9 

43.7 

Sept.    .    . 

1,298 

87 

7.6 

8.4 

8.4 

9.0 

4.9 

1.47 

113.1 

110.7 

138 

134.9 

32.9 

46.9 

Oct.      .    . 

1,442 

98 

6.9 

7.9 

7.4 

8.7 

4.4 

1.40 

112.4 

111.6 

141 

138.0 

32.4 

48.7 

Nov. 

1,233 

123 

7.4 

8.3 

6.9 

9.0 

3.9 

1.39 

112.9 

113.1 

143 

137.9 

31.7 

51.9 

Dec.      .    . 

1.151 

117 

8.  1 

8.7 

7.0 

9.3 

4.3 

1.47 

114.4 

113.1 

143 

142.6 

32.  1 

49.0 

1941 

Jan.      .    . 

987 

95 

9.3 

9.3 

7.7 

9.3 

5.0 

1.58 

118.5 

116.2 

146 

140.7 

34.2 

46.4 

Feb.      .    . 

810 

80 

8.6 

7.7 

8.3 

9.4 

6.0 

1.64 

119.6 

116.8 

147 

141.8 

35.3 

42.3 

Mar.      .    . 

6.9 

6.8 

8.4 

9.2 

6.4 

1.66 

121.5 

116.6 

148 

35.7 

39.7 

Apr.      .    . 

■6.7 

'6.5 

^3 

'9.2 

»6.4 

Percentage 
of  year^ 
earlier 

147 

178 

117 

115 

111 

115 

90 

143 

128 

121 

115 

121 

111 

135 

I 

'ive-year 

averagei 

1936-40 

Ten-y 

ear   aver 

ages    193 

-40 

Jan.      .    . 

603 

49 

6.9 

7.3 

8.6 

5.4 

1.13 

93.0 

96.7 

129 

83.0 

39.5 

35.3 

Feb.      .    . 

492 

43 

6.5 

6.4 

8.5 

6.4 

1.14 

92.3 

95.9 

129 

83.0 

29.7 

31.2 

Mar.       .    . 

527 

48 

6.0 

5.1 

8.2 

7.  1 

1.13 

91.7 

95.6 

128 

84.0 

30.1 

38.7 

Apr.      .    . 

515 

61 

6.  1 

4.9 

8.3 

7.5 

1.18 

91.3 

95.7 

128 

83.9 

30.5 

27.6 

May   .    .    . 

547 

65 

6.2 

5.5 

8.5 

7.7 

1.20 

90.7 

95.7 

138 

84.7 

30.8 

27.8 

June      .     . 

577 

66 

6.7 

5.6 

8.5 

7.7 

1.17 

91.2 

96.1 

128 

84.8 

30.5 

28.  S 

July      .    . 

699 

75 

7.3 

6.4 

8.9 

7.2 

1.22 

92.6 

97.0 

128 

81.5 

30.3 

31.0 

Aug.       .    . 

733 

74 

7.7 

7.3 

9.0 

6.6 

1.21 

93.6 

97.0 

128 

82.5 

30.2 

33.5 

Sept .     .     . 

865 

72 

7.7 

8.1 

8.7 

5.6 

1.21 

95.4 

98.2 

128 

85.1 

30.3 

37.2 

Oct.       .    . 

1,001 

67 

6.9 

8.0 

8.4 

4.5 

1.11 

94.0 

97.2 

138 

87.7 

29.3 

39.9 

Nov.       .    . 

839 

82 

6.8 

8.0 

8'.  4 

3.9 

1.08 

93.8 

96.3 

128 

86.8 

38.5 

42.0 

Dec.       .     . 

721 

71 

7.5 

8.0 

8.8 

4.2 

1.10 

92.9 

95.7 

138 

88.2 

38.3 

39.6 

Based    on   averagea    for    first    half    of    month. 
^Estimated. 
Applies    to    last    month    for    which  complete   data    are    available. 
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